


 
Final EIR  Letter 55-1 
Revised Foresthill Divide Community Plan  July 2008 

Letter 55: Richard and Jennifer Miller 
 
Response 55-A:  Comment noted.  This letter is a property owners request for rezoning.  
Rezoning requests made after November 2005 have not been recognized by the Placer County 
Planning Commission for inclusion into the Community Plan and Implementing Precise zoning. 
Therefore, such requests are not reflected in the Revised Community Plan and the densities 
associated with the rezoning requests have not been analyzed in the Revised DEIR/FEIR.  This 
comment does not raise a significant environmental issue that requires a response in this Final 
EIR.  





 
Final EIR  Letter 56-1 
Revised Foresthill Divide Community Plan  July 2008 

Letter 56: Delmar Uppendahl, Uppendahl Construction Co. 
 
Response 56-A:  Comment noted.  This letter is a property owners request for rezoning.  
Rezoning requests made after November 2005 have not been recognized by the Placer County 
Planning Commission for inclusion into the Community Plan and Implementing Precise zoning. 
Therefore, such requests are not reflected in the Revised Community Plan and the densities 
associated with the rezoning requests have not been analyzed in the Revised DEIR/FEIR.  This 
comment does not raise a significant environmental issue that requires a response in this Final 
EIR.  
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Final EIR  Letter 57-1 
Revised Foresthill Divide Community Plan  July 2008 

Letter 57: Foresthill Forum, County of Placer, Foresthill Forum Minutes – February 4, 2008 
 
Response 57-A:  Foresthill Forum Meeting February 4, 2008 - The following persons commented 
on the proposed FDCP and FDCP DEIR: 
 
Sherry Wicks - See Responses to Comment Letter Numbers 17 through 17F and Letter Number 
46 
 
Harry Schugar - See Responses to Comment Letter Number 39  
 
John Laster – The commenter expressed curiosity about the developments proposed within the 
FDCP area.  This comment does not raise a significant environmental issue that requires a 
response in this Final EIR.  
 
Bruce Emerson – The comments regarding opinions on canyon viewshed, defensible space 
around structures for fire protection and the percentage of land within the FDCP area that can’t 
be built on are noted.  This comment does not raise a significant environmental issue that 
requires a response in this Final EIR.  
 
William Hansson - See Responses to Comment Letter Number 27 and 27A  
 
Roy West - See Responses to Comment Letter Number 43A through 43D 
 
Doug Ryan - See Responses to Comment Letter Number 12 
 
Neil Cochran - See Responses to Comment Letter Number 20 
 
Rose Perez - The comment requesting that the FDCP be completed and adopted is noted.  This 
comment does not raise a significant environmental issue that requires a response in this Final 
EIR.  
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Final EIR  Letter 58-1 
Revised Foresthill Divide Community Plan  July 2008 

Letter 58: County of Placer, Planning Commission Meeting, Item 5, Draft Environmental Impact 
Report, Foresthill Divide Community Plan - Thursday, February 28, 2008 – Reported 
By Kathryn Swank of Mary Bardellini & Associates 

 
Response 58-A:  See Responses to Comment Letter 10 
 
Response 58-B:  See Responses to Comment Letter 15 
 
Response 58-C:  The testimony in opposition to the Forest Ranch Concept Plan component of the 
FDCP is noted.  This testimony does not raise a significant environmental issue that requires a 
response in this Final EIR.  
 
Response 58-D:  See Responses to Comment Letter 12 
 
Response 58-E:  See Responses to Comment Letter 17  
 
Response 58-F:  See Responses to Comment Letter 43B and Letter 10 
 
Response 58-G:  See Responses to Comment Letter 4 
 
Response 58-H:  See Responses to Comment Letter 4 
 
Response 58-I:  See Responses to Comment Letter 36 
 
Response 58-J:  See Responses to Comment Letter 26B 
 
Response 58-K:  See Responses to Comment Letter 26 and 26A  
 
Response 58-L:  See Responses to Comment Letter 26B  
 
Response 58-M:  See Responses to Comment Letter 14 
 
Response 58-N:  See Responses to Comment Letter 32 
 
Response 58-O:  See Responses to Comment Letter 29 
 
Response 58-P:  The commenter expressed his desire to retain the existing zoning designation on 
his property.  This testimony does not raise a significant environmental issue that requires a 
response in this Final EIR.  
 
Response 58-Q:  The testimony summarizing history of the FDCP planning process is noted.  
This testimony does not raise a significant environmental issue that requires a response in this 
Final EIR.  
 
Response 58-R:  See Responses to Comment Letter 39  
 



 
Final EIR  Letter 58-2 
Revised Foresthill Divide Community Plan  July 2008 

Response 58-S:  The third paragraph at page 3-68 of the DEIR is amended as follows to provide 
additional perspective regarding wildfire incident evacuation.   
 

Wild land fires present a serious risk to residents and structures on the Foresthill 
Divide.  The CDF Fire Hazard Severity Classification System was used to map 
the extreme, high, and moderate fire hazard areas on the Foresthill Divide.  
Extreme hazard ratings are located in the steep sloping areas along the North and 
Middle Forks of the American River.  High hazard areas generally exist 
surrounding the Todd’s Valley Subdivision and in the Yankee Jim’s area.  
Moderate rating occurs in the existing town site of Foresthill and extending north 
along Foresthill Road to Baker Ranch on the level areas as well as in the Todd’s 
Valley Subdivision.  
 
Emergency evacuation within the FDCP area would be accomplished in stages 
correlated to the location and intensity of a wildfire occurrence.  Exit routes from 
the Foresthill Divide would be determined by the appropriate public safety agency 
in the event of a wildfire incident.  Although primary egress from the Foresthill 
Divide would be by way of Foresthill Road, several less traveled routes exist 
along Yankee Jims Road, Iowa Hill Road, Old Foresthill Road, Mosquito Ridge 
Road, and Ponderosa Way that could be used for evacuation routes. 
 

Response 58-T:  See Response to Comment Letter 39 - Response 39-D 
 
Response 58-U:  See Response to Comment Letter 12  
 
Response 58-V:  See Response to Comment Letter 12  
 
Response 58-W:  See Response to Comment Letter 12  
 
Response 58-X:  The testimony addressing downstream water rights related to water storage in 
Sugar Pine Reservoir and the recently adopted Foresthill Public Utility District Water System 
Master Plan is noted.  This testimony does not raise a significant environmental issue that 
requires a response in this Final EIR.  
 
Response 58-Y:  The testimony summarizing history of the FDCP planning process is noted.  
This testimony does not raise a significant environmental issue that requires a response in this 
Final EIR.  
 
Response 58-Z:  See Response to Comment Letter 25  
 
Response 58-AA:  The testimony in support of including the option for development of at least 
500 homes within the Forest Ranch Concept Plan component of the FDCP and in support of job 
creation within the FDCP area is noted. This testimony does not raise a significant environmental 
issue that requires a response in this Final EIR.  
 
 




